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In Anſwer to a LRT ER publiſhed by the Reverend 
Meſſieurs Robert Breck, Jaſaph Aſbley, Timothy | 
Woodbridge, Cheſter Williams; Intitled, | 
Account of the Conduct of the Council which di 2 
miſs'd the Reverend Mr. Epwarps from the 
Paſtoral 2 areof the fir Church at Northampton; 
with Reflections on the Proteſtation accompanying 
the printed Reſult of that Council, and the Letter 
publiſhed relating to that Affair. 
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| In a Letter to a GENT LEMAN. | 


— 
By i HoBBy, A. M. 


— 


Paſtor of -the firſt Church at Reading. 
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H ow forcible are right I Wards / oy what doth your Arguing * ? 
Job. 
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88 Hi little ſurpris'd, when, at your Horſe, 
about the latter End of Oclober, you were pleas'd to 
z tell me, that ſome Remarks had been made upon 
our Proteſt. againſt the Refult of the Northampton 
* Council; as 1 found theſe Remarks had been pub - 
; 838 12 liſhed for a very confiderible Time, and yet 1 had 
© never heand any Thing of che Matter, tho? frequently at geſton, and 
more — 2 . but a curſory View of the 
Letter, containing thoſe quickly abated my Surpriſe. 
I cafily perceiv'd, ge Piece þ — Obſcurity : And there I deter- 
min' d to leave it, at that Time, and long' afterwards, efpetially' as 
I ſcarce ever heard it mention'd in Converſation. But having late- 
ly heard from the Weſt, that chis Letter makes a Noiſe in'that” 
Parr of the Country, as if it was'a Confutation of che Grounds of 
our Proteſt; I addreſſed my ſelf to a Re- conſideration M it, and 
to an Endeavour to vindicate our Proteſt againſt All the Cavils | 
| have been rais'd againſt it. How far I have farl'd in this n 
Attempt, I leave to your Judgment, and that of others far 
\ penetrating and diſcerhing; after due Examifiation: — N 
ſure I am, that I am no Friend to Altercations in general; as lock - ö 
ling on ſuch a Temper no Friend to Religion; mach Tels a I 
d to litigate with my Reverend Brethren, whom I eſteem 
honour; not inddod for this Works Sale but e 
cane, las o all wow'd 1 1 + Friumphkt. 
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as this Letter appears to me to be very partial, defective & unjuſt 
in the hiſtorical Part of it, and very fallacious in the Argumenta- 
tive, whereby the leſs thinking Part of their Readers are greatly 
impos d upon; the Cauſe of Truth will ſurely allow, if it doth 
not call for, ſome Animadverſions upon their Letter, and Vindica- 
tion of our Proteſt. In proſecuting this my Deſign, I ſhall, 


I. Conſider the Hiſtorical Part of their Letter, particularly as 
it relates to Matters previous to the ſitting of the Council, as allo _ 


to the Conduct of the Council during their Seſſion. — And then 
II. Shall conſider their Reflections on the Proteſtation againſt 


the Reſult of the Council. With this general Order I content my © | 


ſelf, and ſo following the Gentlemen from Page to Page, ſhall en- 
deavour (in the Words of Mr. Pope, in his Eſſay on Man) to ſhoot 
the Folly as it flies. g | | 

But I muſt ſtop a Moment, to thank the Gentlemen who have 
faved me ſome Part of Labour. For however, in the Preamble to 


or Title of their Letter, they ſeem to promiſe not only ſome Re- 


flections on the Proteſtation againſt the Reſult of the Council, but 
alſo on a Letter wage relating to that Affair; yet ſo intenſely 
were their Eyes fix'd on the Proteſt, as to forget the Letter; unleſs 
perhaps they wiſely judg'd it beſt to omit the Reflections upon it. 
Nor would I forget to thank the Gentlemen alſo, for theRegard 


they ſeem to expreſs to the Proteſtors, did it not appear that this | 


was mereGrimace, by thatFleer which runs thro* the whole of their 
Reflections. I will therefore only ſay, had the Gentlemen main- 


tain'd a due Regard to themſelves, this would ſtrongly have forbid 


thePublication of theirLetter,it by noMeans anſwering the Charac- 


ters of Juſt & Impartial, with which they have embelliſh'd it. But 
all this you will ſay is gratis Dictum — Let us therefore proceed, 


as we propos'd, | | 
I., To conſider the Hiſtorical Part of their Letter, particularly 
Council at Northampton. . | | 
Here theGeatlemen inform us, that the Church of Northampton 
« have, for many Years been fully eſtabliſhed in thoſe Principles 
5 mention'd as their's in the Reſult.” This is not deny'd, but 
perhaps it may be as important, and more ſatisfying to theWorld, 


here, as it relates to Matters previous to the ſitting of the late 


to have this Hiſtory carry'd further back. Under Favour then I | 
would ſay, that the Church of Northampton had it's F * * 
ft | laid 
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/ laid in Principles and a Practice exactly the ſame with what Mr. 


— 


Edwards now inſiſts upon; as appears by the Records of the 
Church: And however the Church gradually departed from their 
original Eſtabliſhment, under the Influence of that excellent Mag, 
the Rev. Mr. STopDARD; yet there was never any Change made 
by any Church-Act: Nor is any Thing contrary to the firſt Eſta» 
bliſhment found in the Records. — Bur ſtill it is ſaid, that Mr. 
C FEqwards, when he ſettled there, and for many Years after, acted 
e agreable to the preſent Principles of the Church, tho? of late 
« Years he has embrac'd the Principles mention'd in his Treatiſe.” 


he it ſo, yet ſure Mr. Edwards has not left the Foundation, that 


is, of the Church : And what if he has varied from the Principles 
he firſt ſet out upon ? ſo have theChurch,in not keeping to theFoun- 
dation. In a Word, theChurch left their firſt Habitation, and Mr: 


| Edwards endeavour'd nothing more than to lead em back to it. 


Why then all this, Feud and Animoſity ? Wherefore the Heat of 
this Anger ; becauſe Mr. Edwards has changed his Sentiments 
on a diſputable Point, of no great Importance in it ſelf, theſe 
Gentlemen themſelves being Judges! Was this theCaſe when Mr. 


Stoddard led off the Church from their own Principles ? True in- 


deed, this was offenſive to many, as I find by a Letter ſent fromNorth- 


7 to Baſton, about the Lear 170g. But did Schiſms & Diviſions 
ariſe 


hence? Were Councils call'd, or were Miniſters found diſ- 
pos'd to make a Separation between Paſtor and People? Was not 
Mr. Stoddard carels'd even by  thok that differ'd from him, the 
Church ſmil'd upon, aad the Principles of Union and Moderation 
put in Practice? The Way of Error is down-hill, eaſy and 
pleaſant, but the Return hard and tireſome. 
facilis Deſcenſus Avernt, 

fed revocare Gradus, hic Labor, hoc Opus eſt. 

I mean. not by what has been ſaid, to throw a Blame upon the 
Gentlemen, as if their Account of theſe Facts was not true; but 
to throw Light upon the State of Northampton Church, that fo 
the Account may be more particular; as alſo to prepare the Way 
for what may hereafter follow. a + 

To come therefore nearer the Point: the Gentlemen tell us, in the 
Progreſs of their Hiſtory, Pag. 2. 5 that Mr. Edwards refuſed ſome 
« Perſons who offered themſelves to Admiſſion, that is, to. Bap- 
« tiſm or the Lord's Supper, whom the Church tho'r qualified for 

| | | « Communion.” 
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( 4) , 
«*-Cotmmunion.” Whether this be fo impartially repreſented as 
might have been expected, I leave you and others to judge, after 
hearing of theCaſe,which I underſtand to be-this : there never was 
bat one Perſon who offered himſelf to Admiſſion, and was refus'd, 
if that Expreſſion be here allowable. This Perſon offers himſelf, 
Mr. Edwards inſiſts upon aProfeſſion of Godlineſs: The Man re- 
lies, he hopes he can make ſuch a Profeſſion, but as he looks upon 
imſelf not oblig' d, he judges it not Prudent to do ſo; and hereup- 
on withdraws "Now without making any Reflections upon the 
Wiſdom, Prudence and Piety of this Perſon's Behaviour ; I aſk, 
Was this Perſon refus'd Admiſſion into the Church by his Paſtor ? 
or did he not rather himſelf refuſe Admiſſion ?—Beſides this, ano- t 
ther Perſon manifeſted ſome Inclination to come into the Church, FE 
yet did not ſpeak as being determin'd in his own Mind, but refer d .. ,, 
himfelf to Mr. Edwards tor Advice ; and upon being advis'd not t 
to come, until he tho't he cou'd make a Profeſſion of Godlineſs, 
he forbore to urge the Matter, or to oppoſe the Advice given him. 
— But with what Propriety cou'd theſe Gentlemen ſay, that Mr. . 
Epwanxps refuſed thoſe Perſons whom the Church tbo't qualified for t. 
Communion ? Wou'd you not imagine by this Manner of Repre- x 
ſentation, that the Church had heard of this Matter; had takenCog- « N 
nizance of it, and upon weighing the Caſe, had come to ſome De- g 
termination about it? — But no fuch Matter: The Church never | 
enquir'd either directly or indirectiy into theirQualifications, paſs'd 
no judgment hereupon, nor did they ſo much as know that they «1, 
had any Deſire to be admitted, till ſome Time after all that is m 
abovementioned had paſſed, = n. + ARS. 
Preſently after in the ſame Page, The Gentlemen ſay, char 
<* the Church had examin'd the Scriptures and other Treatiſes on 
& the Subject controverted.“ This, I confeſs, is cautiouſly enough 
—— for they poſſibly might have read ſome Treatiſes © Ga 
Subject; and yet ſuch only as tended to confirm them in their 
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ent Sentiments : But the fair Conſtruction of the Words muſt . 
e, that the Church had examin'd the Scriptures and other Trea- ©; 
C] 
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tiles on both Sides of the Queſtion,” fo as upon receiving all the 
Light that was handed to them, to come to this Concluſion, That the 
Controverſy was ſufficiently agitated, Now on this ſtating of the 
Caſe, two Enquiries offer to Conſideration, Firſt, Whether the 
Churck had really examin'd theſe Treatiſes? And Secondly, _ 

„Nolte rnele 


( $ ) 
© | theſe Gentlemen came to the Knowledge of this Fact, as a Ground 
of their Aſſertion? As to the firſt Point, three of theſe Gentle- 
' men know, that the Fact was conteſted; and that it had been much 
inſiſted on, that there had been no fair Examination of the Con- 
troverſy: That however Mr. Soddard's Writings on one Side might 
have been read, yet it was inſiſted upon by Mr. Edwards and others, 
that there was great Reaſon to think that not one half of the · Bre- 
thren had perus'd his Treatiſe on the other, This was urged before 
the Council that fat in the Winter, and many Things were produ- 
ced in Confirmation hereof ; and nothing was heard on the con- 
trary, but only the Opinion of ſome of their Party : But the Fact 
was never properly 5 into. | 
And then as to the ſecond Queſtion, how theſeGentlemen came 
to the Knowledge of this Fact, ſuppoſing it to be true in itſelf ; 
Here I obſerve, that the Council made no Enquiry into this Mat- 
ter; nor took any Courſe to ſatisfy themſelves what Examination 
the Brethren had made into the anale "Tis true indeed, 
Ve had the Aſſertions of the Committee on one Side. But after all, 
the Gentlemen knew that the Point was diſputed in Council; that 
7 ſeveral Arguments were alledg'd to diſprove it; and that the Pro- 
teſtors aſſign'd it as one Reaſon why they cou'd not diſmiſs Mr. 
Edwards at that Time, becauſe they were convinced in their own 


1 


Minds, that the Church had not come to any proper Examination 
of the Point in Controverſy: which they therefore deſfir'd might be 

; urged upon them as a good Expedient to prevent the Separation, 
aving thus touch'd upon ſome Paſſages of the Hiftorical Re- 
lation of Facts antecedent to the ſitting of the Council; I come 
now to conſider it as it refers to the Conduct of the Council dur- 
ing their Seſſion. 8 | | N= 
' Here it may not be improper to give you an Account of one 
Thing which the Gentlemen in their particular Account have omit- 
ted. — The Rey. Paſtor and Church having agreed to call Council, 
were very deſirous that neither Party ſhould have Advantage of 
the other, in Reſpect of Numbers; but that there ſhou'd be an 
Equality of Churches and Delegates. And ſo very careful were 
in this Matter, as to agree that upon the Failure of one or more 
Churches, others ſhould be 4 as their ſeconds. This was 
doubtleſs very juſt: but all thisPrecaution cou'd not, it ſeems, ſecure 
bee Eneasccbg's, For it ſo happned, from what particular Ca 
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1 
I ſay not, That all that Part of the Council ſent for in Behalf of 
the Church were preſent ; whereas only three of the five Churches 
in Behalf of Mr. Edwards and his Party, were preſent at the conve- 
ning of the Council. You will ſay here, But cou'd not this Difi- + 
culty be remedied, by an Addition on one Side, or Subſtraction on 
the other? Yes doubtleſs it might, and de Fure ought to be ſo; 
but ſo vehement were the Gentlemen on the other Side of the 
Queſtion, that notwithſtanding all that was urged from the primary 
Deſigh both of Paſtor and People, as well as from the Nature and 
Reaſon of Things; and tho* Mr. Edwards openly declar'd he did 
not look upon himſelf oblig'd to lay his Matters before the Coun- 
cil, unleſs he might have an equal Number of Judges; yet de facto 
we cou'd obtain no ſuch Favour, or rather Juſtice. However, Pro- 
vidence was more favourable to us: for when the Gentlemen had 
fully opened themſelves in this Matter, inſiſting upon a Procedure 
in Council, notwithſtanding theDiſparity of Counſellors as to their 
Number, between the one Party and the other; at this Point of 
Time, the Rev. Mr. Reynolds and Delegate appear'd among us, 
by which this Diſparity was leſsned ; for now but one of the five 
Churches ſent for in Behalf of Mr. Edwards, was miſſing ; I mean 
the Church at Cold- Spring, which tho't not proper to join in Coun- 
eil. However, the Paſtor of that Church being preſent at Nortb- © 
ampton, we beg d that we might be favour'd with his Aſſiſtance, £ 
as he was agreed upon by Mr. Edwards and his Church mutually ; 4 
but yet we beg'd in vain; all the Favour we cou'd obtain, being 1) 
this only, that if Mr. Edwards and Church agreed to his being of « V 
the Council (which they had done before) it ſhou'd be granted, | fi! 
This was at length conſented to, and yet ſtill Mr. Billings being in 
without his Delegate, we. wanted one Member to make us equal to 
the other Party in Council; whom had we obtain'd, Mr. Edwards 
had very probably not have been diſmiſs'd ; but as a Relief under 
this Inconvenience was a Favour we utterly deſpair'd of, ſo we did 
not aſk: ' This was omitted in the Gentlemen's particular Account 
of their Conduct: and why? Doubtleſs becauſe it was unaccountable, © 
The Council being conven'd and opened, the Gentlemen ſay, 
Pag. 2. that * the Paſtor and Church deſir'd the Council to find 
* out ſome Method wherein the Paſtor and Brethren might con- 
5 ſiſtently unite in the Admiſſion of Perſons to ſpecial Ordinances, 
* and yet retain their different Sentiments,”” But this I apprehend 

L a i, 
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(3 
a great Miſtake, reſpecting both Paſtor & Church. Me. Edwards, 
1 am ſure, deſit d no ſuch . but on the contrary, declar d, 
4 before a Number of Perſons, there was no poſſible Way of 
Accommodation, but by aCouncil offering ſuch Meaſures of Light, 
bp as ſhould avail to a Chan of Sentiments, : either in Paſtor or 
; People, or both, in Reſpect to the diſputed Point. And as it was 
not the Deſire of the Paſtor, ſo neither was it of the Church, that 
4 the Council ſhou'd find out a Method, in which they might act 
1 12 each Party retaining their different Sentiments. Tis 
true, that the Council entertain'd Thoughts of this Nature, and 
acted hereupon : But the Church declar'd before the Council, that 
if Mr. Edwards ſhou'd be perſwaded, that he might with a good 


alter'd his Opinion, — cou'd not conſent to his — as 
”* their Paſtor : for they wou'd not have a Miniſter, that ſhou'd 
ceach their Children ſuch corrupt Doctrine. Here ther the Gen. 
tlemen ate off their Guard, and talk without Bo. 
But however, no ſuch Method, as abovemention'd being found 
out, as indeed it was not deſir d Mr. Edwards's Diſmiſfica is 
2 voted, a Reſult drawn up and publickly read, and ſay theſe Gen- 
4 clemen, p. 4. The Church voted their conſent to the Reſult and 
Advice of the Council.“ Upon which; let me obſerve — _ 
and iacoaſiſtent Manner in which this — was 
Determination of the Council was, as yo A by — = 
fn Votes, intirely bypothetical : That if Mr. " Edwards mond ſtill per- 
1 fiſt in his Principles, and if the Church ſhou'd ſtill perſiſt in theirs 
in Oppoſition to Mr. Edwards, and withal ſhou'd yh on a Sepa- 
ration, it was then Expedicat and Neceſſary, chat che Relation be- 
tween Paſtor and People ſhou'd be Aste Tlös, I think, none 
can deny to be the true Conſtruction of the Votes. Now this being 
the Caſe, one wou'd certainly have expected, chat in Purſuancæ 
q of this Reſolve, Mr. Edwards ſhould have been aſked, M benber 
Js 1 in eo ? And m_—_ the Church (howd have 
5 d with the ſame iry, M hen ber t ils 
3 beirs And æhat theſe 1 meter for 4 — 
| | Hbou'd have been alked, Whether vhey ink/ted upon a Separation? P 
"| And chat this Moutd'have been the determining Vote. IHA ſay, 
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che Moderator, an dab cas ind, Per Pore ce &. en 


Conſcience comply with the Practice of the Church; yet unleſs he 


y one, would xationally have expected. But inftead ef all hs, 


3 
| 
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* theſe Words? I you do conſent to this Advice, pleaſe to maniſeſt 


Hereby plainly ſuggeſting to the Church, that the Cowncil, Þ | 
—— Vs or And's, did adviſe them to diſmiſs Mr. Edwards. A. 
Upon this, Sir, let me aſk you, Is Mr. Edwards truly and fairly |” f 
diſmils'd ? Or is he not? The Church have voted their Conſeat Q 
to the Reſult and Advice of the Council. Tis granted. Bug the p 
Council never gave any abſolute Advice to his Diſmiſſion; and as 
to the hypothetical Part, it has never yet been enquired, into. And f. 
till it is, muſt not Mr. Edwards be deemed {till the Feſtor of the f. 
firſt Church at Northampton F* 
Having thus fioiſh'd my Remarks. vpon the Hiſtorical Part of | tt 
the Gentlemen's Letter, I come now, as » propos d, in the next x, 
Place, Fu 
II. To conſider their Reflections on our Proteftation-; wherein h * 

T flatter. myſelf with a ſufficient Vindication of the Reaſons of our . 
Rroteſt, from all Appearance of Inconſiſtence, either with ourſelves, 
or with ſound Reaſon. And I ſhall leave you to judge, whether 7; 
their Cannon may not be advantagiouſſy turned upon themſe]ve:. Fes 
It will, I hope, be ſufficient, in Anſwer to all they have alledg'd pt 
againſt the two firſt Reaſons of our Proteſt, to obſerve, that the s 4, 
Proteſtors view'd the Point in Controperſy, firſt in an ab/cluze, and 
ſecondly in a relative Light. In the aſelute View, we, look'd upon þ 
the Controverſ ly as of no very great Importance, ſuch as wiſe and or 
good Men tho't differently of, while yet they maintain'd their cha- ., 
ritable Regards to each other. We judg'd it, by no Means, of 47 
Importance equal to that of diſmiſſing the Rev. Mr. Edwards ; © he 
whom we eſteemed richly. furniſh'd with Miniſterial Gifts and | C| 


Graces, and abundantly fitted for the Maſter's Uſe and Service; 4 
notwithſtanding any Change in his Sentiments, even ſuppoſing he 4 
bad not chang d for the better. And in this our Opinion of him C 
D we are, I think, ſupported by the Council, who in their ; 

ſult:fay,, © We think ourſelves bound to teſtify our full Charity ® 
towards him; and recommend him to any Church or. People m 
i agreeing with him in Sentiments, as a Perſon eminently quali- Pe 

ct. fied for the Work of, the Goſpel-Miniſtry.“ Tis then granted of 
omallHangs, thatMr. Edwards, — gtheChange of his un 
Sentiments, is intitled to full Charity as a Chriſtian Man and Mi- 


piſter:: v and therefore we conclude it a Matter of greatlmportance, 1 
| IG Das * r at a Time when there 


are 


even Neceſſary, by thoſe who 


69 


ere ſo few to ſ upply Vacancies, as the People of Northampton find 
to their great Labour, Coſt & Sorrow. But yet ſuch'a Miniſter 


-if may, in ſome Circumſtances, be diſmiſs'd, even by thoſe that have 


ſuch an Opinion of him.—And this leads me to the relative View 
of the | Controverſy. Here then we beheld Mr. Edwards as the 
preſent Paſtor of a People, who from an extraordinary Veneration 
to their former Paſtor, the excellent Mr. Stoddard, and from 4 
fooliſh Bigotry to the Principles they had imbibed from him, 
ſuffer'd themſelves to be tranſported into a moſt ungoſpelized and 
infuriated Temper againſt Mr. Edwards; ſo that one wou'd'almoſt 
think they wou'd ſacrifice the Living, to the Honour of the Dead. 


In this Caſe, what can be done? The Sinews'of | Mr; Edwards 


his Uſefulneſs are cut, he continuing in his preſent Principles, and 


a. they in theirs. Theſe being the Circumſtances of Things, as indeed 


they were, why may not a Separation be judg'd Expedient, and 
ave a good Opinion both of Mr. 
Edwards and his Principles; unleſs he muſt be doom'd to perpe- 


tual Diſcord & total Uleleſneſs ? And why are not the Proteſtors 


perfectly harmonious with themſelves in the whole of this Proce- 
dure? Inſtead of ſaying with theſe Gentlemen, None will diſpute this 
2 Matter, that is, doubt of their Inconſiſtency, I boldly ſay, that no 
Man of common Underſtanding will dare to deny the Harmony 

or Agreement- between the 2 aſſign' d for not ſeparating him, 


cConſider'd in itſelf, and their actually voting a Separation in ſuoch 


and ſuch Circumſtances. A Caſe in ſome eſpects ſimilar to this 


3 ® happned in our Neighbourhood not long ſince. The Paſtor of a 
4 Church had been accus'd of ſome Criminal Imprudence. A Coun- 


cil being call'd to adviſe upon the Matter, and ſuch a Council as 
chiefly conſiſted of the ſuperiour Men in the Land; adviſed the 


n Church by all Means to forgive the Offence of their Paſtor, hum- 


2 bled under a Senſe of his Fault; and to fit quiet and eaſy under 


his Miniſtry. Hereupon they adjourn'd : But upon their Adjourn- 


ment finding, that a moſt unchriſtianTemper prevail'd among the 


i A People in general, which rendred them averſe to the Continuance 
of their Paſtor, and ſhut out all Proſpects of his Uſefulneſs 4 they: 
> unammoully advis'd to his Diſmiſſion. Yet none ever did, or 


without Folly cou'd charge the Council with the: Appearance: of 

& Inconſiſtency. The ſame may be ſaid in the preſent Cafe : When 

the Proteſtors judg d of the Merits of the Cauſe; they W 
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that there was no Cauſe of Diſmiſſion. But when they eompar d 
the Cauſe with the unhappy Tewpey of the People of Northampton, 


af Mr. —— his Uſefulneſs among them. 

But to faſten Inconſiſtency upon us, the Gentlemen expoſtulate, 
Flow: cou the Proteſtors conſiſtently ſay, they cou'd not agree 
% Separation: at Preſent, becauſe Mr. 45 his Principles 

<, were: perfectly harmonious, c.? If this was aReaſon againſt a 
Separation for /he preſent, it would have been equally forcible in 
<; Fitne;to-come.” P. 3. To Which I anſwer : That viewing the Point 


contraverted in felt, the Reaſon aflign'd wou'd even be forcible © 
agaiaſt, a Separation: Yet ſuppoſing the angry Tempeſt to be as | 
high in the Minds of the People in Time to come, there wou'd be 
Reaſon for his Diſmiſſion grounded upon the Proſpect of his Un- 
uſefulneſs to bis People, even tho the Reaſon aſſign'd by us were 
ever ſoquſt. But if this Tempe * might be abated, and ſucceeded | 


by-a-religious Calm, there mon'd be no Ground for his Diſmiſſion, 
en tho the Reaſon aſſign d by us were not true, And this was 
the Paint we aim'd at and hop'd to obtain, by putting off theDiſ- 
miſſion. for the preſent, and in the mean Time recommending to 
the People à fair, calm, unprejudic'd Conſideration of the Point in 
vetſy. In this Coles they needed not to have /acrific'd their 
eNjerences, (as is ſuggeſted Pag. 5.) it would have ſuffic'd to have 
ed their Paſſiouns by Mech their Conſciences wou'd have 
purg d, and their Judgments rectity'd. For the Meek God 


— teach his Way, the Meek be will guide in Judgment. 
Let us now ſee whether theſe Gentlemen's Cannon may not do 


Execution upon themſelves. With Regard to Mr Edwards, they 


al his ohm Sentiments. Pis preſumed then, that the Point in 

| erſy is of no great Importance, conſider'd in it felt. Why 
then ane. they ſo eager for his Diſmiſſion ? Becaule, ſay they, the 
People: have their Right of private Judgment, and, as is intimated, 
padge chat Mr. Edwards has alter d the Goſpe!-Charter. But might 
eto of Northanpton have-emoy*d their Right of private 
their Principles and their Miniſter too? Let two 
e — — — be Judges; who, in their friendly 


n Chriftian. Advice ta the People at Coid-Spring, differing with 
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they judg/d a Diſmiſſion necefiary. ; as there remain'd no Proſpect * 
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ane ih full Charity with him, and highly recommend him to aFeo- | 


expreſs themielves : 
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« We would wich Meckneſs & Charity recommend to you Mode- 
« ration & Calmnels , the Matter inQueſtion, is a l 


« and great and good Men have differ d in Sentiment upon it, 

« yet Feld Communion with each other notwithſtanding. W. 
« can't at preſent ſee, but if you ſtudy the Thi 815 make fox 
% Peace, your Paſtor and you may amicably confiſt together, and 
« walk as Chriſtians ia all Goſpel-Ordinances.” This is ſurel 
good Advice, and that IR ns herein harmonize with theGy; 
pel, perhaps none will deny ; but are they ſo harmonious with 


| themſelves ? Let us fee ; here are 5 differing from their 


Paſtors on the ſame Point of Controverſy ; In the one Church is 
ſeems, Paſtor and People may conſiſt together and walk as Chriſtians 
iu. all Goſpel-Ordinances, notwithſtanding their different Seutiments 2, . 
The other Church may not, but the Paſtor muſt be diſmiſt; and 
thoſe that think. the Paſtor and Church may walk together, are 
cry d out upon, as inconſiſtent Men. This, I confeſs, is one ef 
thoſe Things that are hard to be underſtood, and ſo let i be thrown 
into the Heap of Unintelligibles. 

But ſay the Geatlemen, Pag. 5. © The Controverſy, that is a 
« Northampton. was of ſuch Importance, that the Doors of the 
Church had been ſhut for ſome Years paſt, and muſt have con- 
6 tinued ſo, unlels one or other of the Parties had alter'd, their 
<« Sentiments, or ſacrific'd their Conſciences.” — Surely not ſo; if 
(as was ſaid before) the Church had ſacrific'd, their Paſſions : and 
don't the Gentlemen fay the ſame Thing, when in their Addreſs to 
the People at Cold- Spring, they recommend Moderation & Meekneſs 
to them as the Way in which hey may confit and walk together, 
notwithſtanding the different Sentiments of Paſtor and People — But 
let us examine this Matter as it relates to the Tue peſt: And here 

it appears, that it was but about a Year and half, from the firſt 
ſcemingRefuſal of a Perſon that had offer'd himſelf for Admiſſioa. 


And it was n-ar half a Tear after that, before the Churck-Daoss 


were /but againft ſuch as were willing to profeſs Godlineſs.z for at 
this Time, a young Woman offered herſelf, who was. willing to 
make ſuch a Profeſſion as Mr. Edwards inſiſted, on: but when the 
Matter was propos d to the Committee of the Church, they wou'd 
by noMeans ſuffer it. Thus, nt thePaſtor, but the Brethren really 
ſhut the Church-Doors about a /welve Month before the Councih: 


Auen and Paſſion have been Door-keepers ever lince.— * it 


G 

be ſaid here, that Mr. Edwards had long before declar'd in private 
Conperſation, that he cou'd not be active in admitting Perſons any 
more without a Profeſſion of Godlineſs, unleſs he ſhou'd receive 
further Light ; and that this Converſation had taken Air in the 
Church: Yet did this amount in anyPropriety to mou the Doors 
of theChurch ? Whea he only declar'd his preſent Scruple, without 
as yet acting any Thing, either publickly or privately, or ſo much 
as actually refuſing any one Perſon ; and while he declar'd him- 
ſelf ſtill an Enquirer ? And then it appear'd in Fact, that this pri- 
vate Converſation did not hinder Perſons offering themſelves ſtill 
to join with the Church. | 

Having thus as I hope fully vindicated the two firſt Reaſons of 
our Proteſt, I come now to conſider their Remarks upon our 
third Reaſon, which was, It appears to us, that there have been 
& no proper Eſſays in the Way of fair Reaſoning with, or before 
tc the Parties, to convince either of them, of the Truth or Falſeneſs 
& of their Principles. Which, Love to the Truth itſelf, and their 
& Souls requires.” — Here the Gentlemen again expoſtulate, P. 6. 
&« How cou'd the Proteſtors ſay, that no proper Eſſays had been 
&* made; when nothing is more obvious, than that the Rev. Mr. 
« Edwards had calmly reaſon'd with his People, both from the 
« Pulpit as well as in Converſation with many of them ?” And 
this Argument or Objection (if it may be called one) they endea- 
vour to ſtrengthen by conſidering the peculiar Advantage Mr. 
Edwards enjoyed, on Account of the high Opinion his People had 
of him, and their endeared Affection to him. Here let us premiſe ; 
that Mr. Edwards calmly reaſon'd with his People, we doubt not: 
but did hisPeople calmly hear his Reaſoning ? Was there not ſuch 
'a Turbulency in their Minds, and ſuch a Prejudice againſt his Sen- 
riments, as ſtop'd their Ears to his Reaſoning, tho' he reaſon'd 
ever ſo wiſely ? Did the one half of the People ever attend Mr. 
Edwards his Lectures on the controverted Point, or the one half of 
them ever ,read his printed Treatiſe upon it ? Theſe Gentlemen 
know, it was our Apprehenſion, that they never did: and that it 
was a given Reaſon for our not diſmiſſing him at preſent. And 
with Regard to the high Opinion and endear'd Affection which Mr. 
Edwards his People had for him, we fay, that this had been the 
Caſe in Fact before he alter'd his Sentiments, we well know; and 
that he ſtill deſerv'd their Eſteem, we readily grant: but was this 
2 actually 
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actually the Caſe now; or had it been ſince the opening of · the Con- 
troverſy? Don't theſe Gentlemen know, that hereupon there en- 
ſued an immediate Alienation of Affection; that he was now as 
low in their Regards, as he was before high; that however th 
.tho't well of him as a Man, as a Scholar, and as a Chriſtian, the 
were averſe to him as their Paſtor ? Hete let the Gentlemen ſpe 
for themſelves ; three of whom, being of a Council that ſat in the 
Winter, ſay ; It appears to us, that there is a great Uneaſineſs 
« and Diſaffection ariſen between Mr. Edwards and his People.” 
And afterwards,— 5 Which with many other Things have pro- 
e duc'd a greatDegree of Alienation, and cauſed a Want of Meek- 
<« neſs and Charity towards each other.” Now, how Mr. Edwards 
ſhou'd have the Advantage of his People's high Opinion of him, and 
endear'd Affection to bim in his Endeavours to prevail with them 
in this Controverſy, and at the ſame Time there ſhou'd be ſubſiſt- 
ing, great Uneaſineſs and Difaffetion, great Alienation and a Want 
of Meekneſs & Charity, I underſtand not: This is another of thoſe 
Knots, which we muſt leave theſe Gentlemen to unty,-— But 
now let us ſuppoſe (tho* we by no Means allow) what the Gentle- 
men inſinuate to be true, that Mr. Edwards ſtood high in the Af- 
fections of his People in the Progreſs of the Controverſy, ſuppoſin 
further that they calmly heard all he ſaid, and as calmly read afl 
he wrote; yet I demand, how is this any Argument, that proper 
Eſſays in the Way of fair Reaſoning with or before the Parties, had 
been made? This, I confeſs, is abſurd eno* of all Conſcience. 
Suppoſing two Perſons differing from one another in Matters of 
Law, and being unable to ſatisfy each other by all their Arts of 
Reaſoning, they proſecute cheir Matters in due Form; wou'd: it 
not appear very odd & uncouth,ſhou'd the judge ſay, There was no 
Need of any Council at Law; for that the Parties had in the Way | 
of fair Reaſoning made their beſt Eſſays to convince one another 
Full as ſtrange doth it appear, for theſe Gentlemen to alledge Mr. 
Edwards his diſputing with his People, as an Inſtance of fair Rea- 
ſoning with or before the Parties in Order to their Reconciliation. 
In one Caſe and in the other, *tis. the Inability of the Parties to 
ſatisfy one another, that lays the Foundation for the Neceſſity of 
the fair Reaſonings of others, as impartial Mediators, weighing, 
judging, and manifeſting the Truth in it ſelf, and in it's Impor- 
tance, When theſe Geatlemen alk, Whether the Proteſters have 
| t hs , ON A the 
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the Vanity to imagine, that they cou'd in & ſhort Time convince the 
"People of Northampton, when Mr. Edwards cou'd not? I leave 
others to determine, whether the Queſtion ſayours moſt of Wiſ- 
dom, or of Modeſty. Ws x 
But that this ObjeQtjon againſt our third Reaſon of Proteſt may 
not at laſt be foun e . are inform'd, that the neighbour- 
Miniſters had ſpent _ able Time in endeavouring to convince 
Mr. Edwards. To elucidate this Matter from the beſt Information 
I can obtain, I would fay, that all the Time they had ſpent with 
Mr. Edwards was in a Conference he had with them, more than 
a ttehye Month before: and yet three of theſe Gentlemen engag'd 
in this Conference, did, in the formention'd Reſult, and long after 
this Conference, [expreſs themſelves in theſe Words; When a 
4 Miniſter embraces any Principles ſuppos'd to be Erroneous, the 
divine Rule obliges, that proper Meaſures be uſed to convince 
< him of his Miſtake, before any Steps be taken to procure a 
* Separation between that Minifter and his Church; which, we 
« ſuppoſe, has not been fully done in the preſent Caſe.” Here two 
Things want Explanation and Reconciliation. In the fir Place, 
How theſe Gentlemen, while they ſeem to confeſs that proper 
Meaſures had not been fully uſed to convince Mr. Edwards of his 
. Miſtake, cou'd exclaim againft us for ſaying much the ſame 
Thing, viz. That it appear d to us that there had been no proper 
Effays in the Way of fair Reaſoning, Sc. Secondly, if the divine 
"Rule obliges that proper Meafures ſhou'd be uſed to convince Mr. 
Edwards of his Miſtake, before any Steps ſhou'd be taken to pro- 
"Cure a Separation between him and his Church; how cou'd theſe 
Gentlemen then adviſe to an immediate Separation, when they them- 
Felves had publickly determin'd, that theſe Meaſures had not been 
Fully taken? And not only ſo, but that others who produce this 
very Objeftion againſt the Regularity of ſuch a Separation, ſhould 
be exclaim'd againſt as acting a ſtrange unaccountable Part? Sure 
Thefe Gentlemen wou' d not contradict the divine Rule in their own 
Mouths; why then did they not uſe thofe Meaſures, which that 
Rule oblig'd to, before they advis'd to a Separation? But perhax 
they were jealous, that in endeavouring to convince Mr. E4war, 
of his Miſtake, they ſhou'd with the other worthy Gentleman be 
convinc'd of their own.” However this be, Happy is be that com- 
|  Gemmerb wot himſelf, in that Thing which be alloweth. © bo” 
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And now with Regard to the laſt Reaſon of our Proteſt, which 
was; The Church (or at leaſt its Committee) while they offer 
4 to us Reaſons for ſeparating them from their Paſfor, yet will not 


4 ſuffer us fo to enter into the Grounds of the Reaſons, as to offer 


them that Light which the Word of God affords ; which we 


e eſteem an Impoſition on our Conſciences, and doth but tend to 


&« keep them in the dark.” The Gentlemen here ſay roundly, 
P. 6. © It is certain that neither Mr. Edwards nor the Church of 
% Northampton determin'd to refer the Point in Controverſy to 
« the Deciſion of the Council.” On which let me obſerve, that if 
they mean, the Paſtor and Church determin'd not to refer thePoint 
to any authoritative Deciſion ; this may be very true, but is nothing 
to the Purpoſe. But if hereby they mean, as they ſurely muſt in 
Order to oppoſe us, that the Paſtor and Church had determin'd, 
that the Council ſhould «/e no Eſſays in the Way of fair Reaſoning 
with or before the Parties, to convince either of them of the Truth ar 
Falſeneſs of their Principles, they ſay what is ridiculous in itſelf, and 
not true in Fact. *Tis, I think, abſurd to ſuppoſe, that the Paſtor 
and Church who had taken ſuch Pains to procure a Council agre- 


able to their different Sentiments, in Order to mediate the Cauſe 


between the Parties, and if poſſible, to reconcile them, ſhould fore- 
cloſe their own Minds, and ſhut their Eyes againſt the Light which 
was neceſſary to a Reconciliation. Beſides, did not the Letters 
miſſive defire the Preſence of the Council to give their beft Advice for 
a Remedy from the preſent unſettled broken State of the Church: by 
Reaſon of this Controverſy ? Now how cou'd we be enabled to give 
the beſt or indeed any Advice for this Remedy, unleſs we conſi- 
der'd the Malady,and were allow'd to offer to them our Sentiments 


upon the Merits of the Cauſe in Controverſy, and of the Impor- 


tance of it? To go into any other Method, is as if when a Man 


labour'd of the Head-Ach, a Phyſitian, without conſidering the 
Cauſe, ſhould raſhly adviſe to cutting off, the Head. Add to all . 
this, that three of theſe Gentlemen muſt certainly know, by what 
Mr. Edwards laid before them in the Wiater, that he ſuppos'd - 
the decifive Council ſhould have Liberty of reaſoning with the Par- 
ties on their Principles: And as this was what they knew he ſup- - 
pos'd, ſo he inſiſted upon it with his Church, that the Council 
-ſhou'd not be fetter'd or laid under any Reſtrictions hatſoever 
but ſhou'd be left at full Liderey to endeavoura Reconciliation, by 


—— — 


—— — — 


_ — 2 — — 


© 3 MF 


what Meaſures their own Diſcretion ſhould aad not ſuch as 
the arbitrary Will of the Parties ſhould 1 And as this was 
the molt likely, and in my Opinion the only Way of compromiſing 
Matters, 212. the Way of a free open calm Debate; ſo it ſeems 
ſtrange, upon any other Footing,that the Paſtor & Church ſhou'd 
fend to ſo remote Parts for any Members of the Council: and 
wou d have been as ſtrange, ſhou'd they have ſubmitted to beMem- 
bers of it. With what Face then cou'd theſe Gentlemen ſay, that 
neither Mr. Edwerds nor the Church determin'd to refer the Point 
in Controverſy to the Deciſion of the Council? And what is all 
their after- Language, but vain Cavilling and mere Amuſement ? 
But to follow the Gentlemen in drawing to a Cloſe ; here they 
fay Pag. 7. What renders the Proteſtatzou more ſurprizing, is, 
that when theſe Things lay with ſo much Weight on their Minds, 
* they ſhou'd never ſo much as mention them, when Matters were 
* debated in Council, before they had come to a Refelt ; which 
* we cannot remember they ever did.” This, tis confeſſed, wou'd 


have been very ſurpiſing to us, had not our Minds been prepared 


by ſome foregoing Things, which argue a Claud upon their Under- 
Handing; and why not upon their Memory ? This we well remem- 
ber, that before the Council had come to a Reſult, we declar'd we 
thould proteft, in Caſe ; That we mention'd ſeveral Arguments, as 
Reaſons why we cou'd not come into ſuch a Reſult as they ſeem'd 
fond of, which they might eaſily think wou'd be the Grounds of 
our Proteſt; And that we read our Proteſt to them before their 
Reſull was publiſhed. Is it not now, that when we under- 


Rood each other, we ſhou'd be ſuch Barbarians to theſeGentlemea ! 
And yet it ſeems, their Memory ferves to. mind them of ſomething 
that paſs'd, minute ia itſelf and low. in them to mention: Yea, te 
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Thus, Sir, I have finiſh'd my Remarks upon the Letter of theſe 
Reverend Gentlemen ; of whom, after all, I have a much greater 
Eſteem than of their Piece, and for whom I wou'd make all due 
Allowances. © Not ſuffering myſelf to think, they were guilty of 
any wilful Defect; but, that either thro* want of Time, a 
of Prejudice, or thro? an hurry of Spirit, they did not ſuffer them- 
ſelves to examine their own Sentiments and Conduct, nor duly to 
weigh ours ; whereby they have precipitated themſelves into thoſe 
Meaſures, which have wrong'd us, expos'd themſelves, and im- 
pos'd on the World. Not abating therefore of any juſt Regards 
to them, I wou'd heartily pity poor Northampton, whoſe violent 
Temper has depriv'd em of one of the richeſt of outward Bleſſings, 
a painful faithful and ſucceſsful Paſtor, whom Gadarene-like they 
have deſir'd to depart out of their Coaſts. *Tis Matter of Grief 
alſo, that this unhappy Spirit haunts other Places, ing an 
hideous Viſage and a threatning Aſpect. Yet hoping after all, 
that this Spirit will in due Time and by wiſe Council be laid ; 
that Northampton will bethink itſelf, find theirBowels yearn to their 
Paſtor, under whoſe Shadow they fat ſo long, and with ſo much 
Delight, and that they will nor wholly forſake their own Mercies ; 
and that God will pour out a Spirit of Peace with Truth and Ho- 
lineſs upon all his Churches, and enable all to maintain the Unity 


of the Spirit in the Bond of Peace With theſe ferveat Wiſhes 
and earneſt Prayers, I ſubſcribe, 
, Your obliged Friend 
and Humble Servant, 


January 23. 1750, 1. Tr” William Hobby. 
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